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with their coffee and their doughnuts 
last month, thousands of tough, deter-
mined American soldiers and marines 
were spilling out into Iraqi cities and 
villages finding a way to win this fight. 
And the news that started to trickle 
back from those villages and towns was 
this: after a long season of setbacks, 
there is reason for hope. 

The first major combat operation of 
the surge began less than 3 months ago 
on June 15. And the early reports of our 
commanders in the field confirm some 
truly remarkable gains. Our second in 
command, GEN Raymond Odierno, has 
told us that total attacks are at the 
lowest level since last August, that at-
tacks against civilians are at a 6- 
month low; civilian murders in Bagh-
dad are down to their lowest point 
since just before the bombing of the 
Golden Mosque; and that he sees a new 
aggressiveness in Iraqi soldiers, and 
discipline and pride. 

This report mirrored others that we 
have heard, from journalists and inde-
pendent analysts, about the strong mo-
rale of U.S. troops. One of those reports 
came in late July. After spending 8 
days with American and Iraqi military 
and civilian personnel, two prominent 
early critics of the war at the left-lean-
ing Brookings Institution issued a call 
to all critics: stop, look, listen. 

They said morale among U.S. troops 
is high, that troops are confident in 
their commander, that they see re-
sults, and that they believe they have 
the numbers to make a difference. And 
then they told us what many others 
have confirmed: that Iraqis themselves 
are turning on the extremists, that Al 
Anbar, once thought to be lost to al- 
Qaida, has gone in 6 months from being 
the worst place in Iraq to the best. The 
marines and soldiers fighting in Anbar 
have been working with the local tribes 
and sheiks for years to produce this re-
sult, but their efforts are beginning to 
show remarkable results. 

The authors of this report didn’t sug-
arcoat the hard realities in Iraq. The 
obstacles are enormous. And they ad-
mitted what all of us, including Gen-
eral Petraeus, have long known and re-
peatedly said: that we can’t stay in 
Iraq indefinitely at current troop lev-
els. But, they concluded, we are finally 
getting somewhere militarily. And it 
would be foolish to turn back now. 

We have heard of stirring scenes in 
recent weeks: hundreds of thousands of 
Iraqi pilgrims marching to the 
Kadhimiya Shrine in Baghdad in peace, 
protected by the Iraqi security forces. 
Political leaders from across the ethnic 
divides who once stood by silently as 
terrorists bombed neighborhoods and 
mosques now joining together to con-
demn them. Arabs, Kurds, Sunnis, 
Shias, and Christians working together 
in Ninevah to help the victims of the 
recent bombing there. 

Americans like what they have 
heard. Recent polls suggest that an in-
creasing number of Americans now 
think we have a chance of winning. 
They have put their trust in our com-
manders and the troops in the field, 
and they trust that we will respect 

their gains and listen to their general, 
without prejudice, when he reports 
back to us this week. The early suc-
cesses of the Petraeus Plan give Amer-
ica hope that we can bring about ample 
stability to Iraq, and it also gives us 
real hope that we can start to bring our 
troops back, not in retreat but with 
full honor and pride. 

None of us wants the troops to stay 
in Iraq any longer than it takes to 
make it a stable democracy capable of 
defending itself. But Republicans have 
insisted that we let the uniformed gen-
erals advise us when that time comes, 
not armchair generals who are more fo-
cused on the polls than on a successful 
mission. 

General Petraeus has already hinted 
that a reduction in troop levels might 
be possible at or near the end of the 
year. This is the most welcome news 
yet, and if he recommends it tomorrow, 
I assure you Republicans will be ready 
to draft the legislation supporting that 
request. 

We hope that Democrats who have 
signaled a willingness to cooperate on 
Iraq, after 8 months of insisting on ar-
bitrary withdrawal dates and pre-
mature troop reductions, join us in ac-
knowledging that our generals know 
better than we do what it takes to win 
this war. 

Again, none of us wants the troops in 
harm’s way a minute longer than nec-
essary. But while there is a chance for 
hope, we will not retreat. We know the 
stakes if we leave Iraq to terrorists: 
slaughter on an unimaginable scale, 
the abandonment of an entire nation to 
vicious killers who would use it as a 
staging ground for future acts of vio-
lence against Americans, an open field 
for Iran, and the entire world mur-
muring that America doesn’t have the 
patience or the stomach or the grit to 
win. 

Some on the other side of the aisle 
sent General Petraeus to Iraq, then 
tried to control the mission. When that 
failed, they tried to define the mission 
as a failure. And in a last-minute burst 
of defeatism, they have tried to dis-
credit the man they sent to carry that 
mission out. No wonder a recent poll 
showed that only 3 percent of Ameri-
cans think the Democratic Congress is 
doing a good job handling the war. 

Let’s listen to General Petraeus 
when he gets here, really listen. I know 
that is hard for Senators, but let’s lis-
ten and respond accordingly. At some 
point we will have to draw down our 
forces, and we won’t leave perfection in 
our wake. We know we will have to 
maintain a long-term presence in Iraq 
and the region. We must deter Iran, we 
must combat al-Qaida, and we cannot 
countenance terrorist sanctuaries. 

But crafting a wise policy for the re-
gion over the long term will be impos-
sible in the current partisan climate. 
Let’s listen to the ranking member of 
the Foreign Relations Committee, the 
senior Senator from Indiana, who said 
we will only be able to craft a sustain-
able bipartisan strategy in Iraq to-
gether. 

Eight months ago, the situation in 
Iraq was unraveling. It remains dif-

ficult and dangerous. But there is hope 
and proof, not only of success, not only 
of bottom-up political progress on the 
ground, but for the reduction in troops 
that all of us want. And if General 
Petraeus says this is warranted, then 
we will act, together, and move for-
ward with new confidence that we can 
craft a sensible policy for protecting 
our interests not only in Iraq but in 
the broader Persian Gulf. 

Let’s allow this man to speak tomor-
row and listen to him without preju-
dice. 

I yield the floor. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATION OF WILLIAM LIND-
SAY OSTEEN, JR., TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR 
THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF 
NORTH CAROLINA 

NOMINATION OF MARTIN KARL 
REIDINGER, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR 
THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF 
NORTH CAROLINA 

NOMINATION OF JANIS LYNN 
SAMMARTINO, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR 
THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF 
CALIFORNIA 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will proceed to executive ses-
sion to consider the following nomina-
tions en bloc, which the clerk will re-
port. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
the nominations of William Lindsay 
Osteen, Jr., of North Carolina, to be 
United States District Judge for the 
Middle District of North Carolina; Mar-
tin Karl Reidinger, of North Carolina, 
to be United States District Judge for 
the Western District of North Carolina; 
and Janis Lynn Sammartino, of Cali-
fornia, to be United States District 
Judge for the Southern District of Cali-
fornia. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, there 
will now be 60 minutes of debate equal-
ly divided between the Senator from 
Vermont and the Senator from Penn-
sylvania. 

The Senator from Vermont. 
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I under-

stand the Senator from North Carolina 
is on the floor and wishes to speak. Ob-
viously, I will yield her more time if 
she wants, but I ask unanimous con-
sent that she be yielded 10 minutes out 
of the time reserved for the distin-
guished senior Senator from Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. SPECTER. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 
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The Senator from North Carolina is 

recognized. 
Mrs. DOLE. Mr. President, today the 

Senate has the opportunity to confirm, 
for district judgeships, William Osteen, 
Jr. and Martin K. Reidinger, two of 
North Carolina’s most talented and ca-
pable legal minds. Both of these men 
have impeccable credentials, a keen 
sense of justice and a strong desire to 
serve. I am fully confident that Bill 
and Martin would serve the people of 
my home State with great honor and 
distinction as members of the Federal 
judiciary. 

I am delighted to support Bill Osteen, 
to serve as a judge for the Middle Dis-
trict. With deep roots in North Caro-
lina, Bill received his education at the 
University of North Carolina at Chapel 
Hill, and has practiced law in the State 
for the past two decades. In 2004 and 
2005, Business North Carolina included 
him in its Legal Elite—the cream of 
the crop, selected not by the editors of 
the magazine but by State bar col-
leagues. 

Bill has broad experience in both 
criminal and civil litigation. As we all 
know, criminal cases make up a sub-
stantial and increasingly large portion 
of a Federal district judge’s docket, 
and Bill is well equipped to handle this 
important aspect of the job. He esti-
mates that he has served as the counsel 
of record in more than 100 Federal 
criminal cases. Bill also knows his way 
around a courtroom. In an age when 
most cases are resolved through settle-
ment or plea agreement, Bill has taken 
over 30 cases to trial. On the strength 
of this experience, I have no doubt that 
he will be able to make the transition 
to district judge without missing a 
beat. 

In addition to a distinguished profes-
sional life, Bill also has a very full per-
sonal life. He is a dedicated family man 
to his wife Elizabeth and their two 
children, Anne Bennett and Bill, and he 
is a man of faith, actively involved in 
the First Presbyterian Church of 
Greensboro. It is also notable that Bill 
has been nominated to succeed his fa-
ther to this seat. Bill’s father, William 
Osteen, Sr., has served the Middle Dis-
trict with great distinction and it is a 
rare and remarkable feat that a son 
has the opportunity to serve in his fa-
ther’s onetime place on the bench. And 
let me add that Bill’s mother, Joanne, 
has been a treasured friend since our 
Duke days together. I know the 
Osteens are very proud of their son and 
I am honored to highlight Bill’s many 
qualifications here today. 

Another outstanding North Caro-
linian for the Western District of North 
Carolina, Martin Reidinger, has built 
quite an impressive record of accom-
plishment over the years. A graduate 
of the University of North Carolina at 
Chapel Hill, he has practiced law for 
the past 23 years in Asheville with 
Adams Hendon Carson Crow & Saenger. 
There he gained vast civil litigation 
experience, handling matters running 
the gamut from employment law to 

land disputes. He frequently appears in 
Federal courts and has litigated to a 
verdict or judgment nearly 200 cases 
over the past two decades. 

In addition to his vast professional 
experience, Martin makes it a top pri-
ority to give back to his community. 
He has served as the president and sec-
retary-treasurer of the Buncombe 
County Bar Association, and he cur-
rently sits on the board of directors for 
Pisgah Legal Services, which provides 
free, civil legal services to low-income 
people who are unable to afford an at-
torney. In fact, in 2004, Martin accept-
ed the North Carolina State bar’s Out-
standing Pro Bono Services Award for 
his law firm’s commitment to giving 
back to their community. In addition 
to his extensive public service work, 
Martin is dedicated to his family—his 
wife Patti and children Heather, Sara, 
Alex and Max. 

Bill Osteen and Martin Reidinger are 
vastly qualified to serve on the Federal 
bench. They have earned the admira-
tion of their colleagues and peers and 
support from Senators on both sides of 
the aisle. 

It was my privilege to recommend 
these individuals to the president for 
these posts, and I am proud to urge my 
colleagues to support their confirma-
tion today, so they can get to work for 
the people of North Carolina. 

I yield back any remaining time. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Vermont. 
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I thank 

the distinguished Senator. I note that 
when we confirm these three nomina-
tions today—and I fully anticipate we 
will; I will support them and I know 
Senator SPECTER will support them— 
the Senate will have confirmed 29 
nominations for lifetime appointments 
by the middle of September this year. 
That is 7 more than were confirmed in 
all of 2005 when the Senate had a Re-
publican majority which was consid-
ering nominations of this Republican 
President. I mention that because con-
sistently, for the Republican President, 
President Bush, when the Democrats 
have been in charge, we have moved his 
nominations faster than Republicans 
have. 

You would not know this, certainly, 
with some of the rhetoric that comes 
out of the White House; but, you know, 
sometimes facts get in the way of rhet-
oric. It is a pesky thing. 

Incidentally, there were 12 more con-
firmations that were achieved during 
the entire 1996 session, when Repub-
licans stalled consideration of Presi-
dent Clinton’s nominations by pocket- 
vetoing them. It is actually a little- 
known fact that during the Bush Presi-
dency, more circuit judges, more dis-
trict judges, and more total judges 
have been confirmed in the time we 
have had Democrats in control and I 
have been chairman, than during the 10 
years that either of the two Republican 
chairmen were working with Repub-
lican Senate majorities. 

Taking into account today’s con-
firmations, the Administrative Office 

of the U.S. Courts lists 46 judicial va-
cancies. The President has sent us only 
24 nominations for these 46 remaining 
vacancies. Twenty-two of these re-
maining vacancies—almost half—have 
no nominee. Of the 19 vacancies deemed 
by the Administrative Office to be judi-
cial emergencies, the President has yet 
to send us nominees for 8 of them, 
more than a third. Of the 16 circuit 
court vacancies, 6, more than a third, 
are without a nominee. If the President 
had worked with the Senators from 
Michigan, Rhode Island, Maryland, 
California, New Jersey, and Virginia, 
we could be in position to make even 
more progress. 

Of the 22 vacancies without any 
nominee, the President has violated 
the timeline he set for himself at least 
13 times—13 have been vacant without 
so much as a nominee for more than 
180 days. The number of violations may 
in fact be much higher since the Presi-
dent said he would nominate within 180 
days of receiving notice that there 
would be a vacancy or intended retire-
ment rather than from the vacancy 
itself. We conservatively estimate that 
he also violated his own rule 11 times 
in connection with the nominations he 
has made. That would mean that with 
respect to the 46 vacancies, the Presi-
dent is out of compliance with his own 
rule more than half of the time. 

William L. Osteen, Jr., is a partner at 
the two-person law firm of Adams & 
Osteen in Greensboro, NC, where he has 
worked for his entire legal career. His 
practice focuses primarily on Federal 
criminal litigation and State civil liti-
gation. 

Martin K. Reidinger is a partner at 
the Asheville, NC, law firm of Adams, 
Hendon, Carson, Crow & Saenger, 
where he has worked his entire 23 year 
legal career as a civil litigator. His 
legal practice concentrates primarily 
in the areas of general business litiga-
tion, land disputes, municipal matters, 
and employment law. 

Janis L. Sammartino is the presiding 
judge in the Superior Court of San 
Diego County in California. For 12 
years, she served on the State trial 
court bench as a municipal court judge 
in San Diego, and she worked for 18 
years as a deputy city attorney in the 
San Diego City Attorney’s Office. 

I congratulate the nominees and 
their families on their confirmations 
today. 

How much time is remaining for the 
Senator from Vermont? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator has 51⁄2 minutes. 

Mr. LEAHY. I thank the distin-
guished Presiding Officer. 

I see the distinguished Senator from 
North Carolina and the distinguished 
Senator from Pennsylvania. 

I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I 

thank the distinguished chairman. We 
have worked harmoniously in a bipar-
tisan way on the Judiciary Committee. 
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An expression I like to use when we 
change chairmen: It is a seamless 
transfer of the gavel in a bipartisan 
way. I join Chairman LEAHY in asking 
for the confirmation of the three judi-
cial nominees who are pending this 
morning. 

I start with Janis Lynn Sammartino, 
who is up for the District Court for the 
Southern District of California, be-
cause she was born in Philadelphia, 
PA: magna cum laude from Occidental 
College in 1972, Phi Beta Kappa at that 
university; law degree from Notre 
Dame; law clerk to a superior court 
judge in California, Judge Douglas 
Seely; deputy city attorney; judge on 
the Municipal Court of the City of San 
Diego; a judge on the Superior Court 
for San Diego for the past 12 years—a 
very distinguished resume. She has a 
majority ‘‘qualified’’ rating from the 
American Bar Association, and some 
rated her as ‘‘well qualified.’’ She 
comes to the floor with the unanimous 
recommendation of the Judiciary Com-
mittee. 

Similarly, I urge the confirmation of 
Martin Karl Reidinger for the U.S. Dis-
trict Court for the Western District of 
North Carolina. He has an outstanding 
academic record: a bachelor’s degree 
from the University of North Carolina- 
Chapel Hill; a law degree with honors 
from the University of North Carolina- 
Chapel Hill School of Law; Order of the 
Coif, which means top 10 percent aca-
demically; North Carolina Law Review. 
He has had an extensive practice with 
the law firm of Adams Hendon Carson 
Crow & Saenger—associate for 5 years 
and partner for the last 18 years—dis-
tinguished qualifications. I think he is 
well suited to become a Federal dis-
trict court judge. 

Third, I urge the confirmation of Wil-
liam Lindsay Osteen, Jr., for the Dis-
trict Court for the Middle District of 
North Carolina. He has a bachelor’s de-
gree from the University of North 
Carolina-Chapel Hill in 1983 and a law 
degree from the same university in 
1987. He practiced law for the last 20 
years—first as an associate and later as 
a partner—in Adams & Osteen, and has 
a distinguished curriculum vitae. 

I ask unanimous consent that the re-
sumes of these three distinguished 
nominees be printed in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
JANIS LYNN SAMMARTINO—UNITED STATES 

DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE SOUTHERN DIS-
TRICT OF CALIFORNIA 
Birth: April 24, 1950, Philadelphia, PA. 
Legal Residence: California. 
Education: A.B., Magna Cum Laude, Occi-

dental College, 1972; Phi Beta Kappa; J.D., 
University of Notre Dame Law School, 1975. 

Employment: Law Clerk, Judge Douglas 
Seely, Superior Court, St. Joseph County, 
Indiana, 1975–1976; Deputy City Attorney, 
San Diego City Attorney’s Office, 1976–1994; 
Judge, Municipal Court of the City of San 
Diego, 1994–1995; Judge, Superior Court of 
San Diego County, 1995–Present. 

Selected Activities: Master and President- 
elect, American Inns of Court, Louis M. 

Welch Chapter; Member, Association of Busi-
ness Trial Lawyers of San Diego; Member, 
National Association of Women Judges; 
Member, San Diego County Judges Associa-
tion; Member, California State Bar; Member, 
San Diego County Bar Association; Member, 
University of Notre Dame Law School Alum-
ni Association. 

ABA Rating: Majority ‘‘qualified,’’ minor-
ity ‘‘well-qualified.’’ 

MARTIN KARL REIDINGER—UNITED STATES 
DISTRICT COURT FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 
Birth: December 18, 1958, New Haven, Con-

necticut. 
Legal Residence: North Carolina. 
Education: B.A., University of North Caro-

lina–Chapel Hill, 1981; J.D., with honors, Uni-
versity of North Carolina–Chapel Hill School 
of Law, 1984; Order of the Coif; North Caro-
lina Law Review, 1983–1984; Jefferson Pilot 
Foundation Scholar. 

Employment: Associate, Adams Hendon 
Carson Crow & Saenger, P.A., 1984–1989; Part-
ner, 1989–Present. 

Selected Activities: Member, North Caro-
lina Bar Association, 1984–Present; Member, 
28th Judicial District Bar, 1984–Present; 
President, 2003–2004; Secretary-Treasurer, 
1989–1992; Member, Local Bar Services Com-
mittee, 2003–Present; Chair, 2005–Present; 
Member, Select Drafting Committee of the 
North Carolina Board of Law Examiners; 
North Carolina Bar Association Statewide 
Small Firm Pro Bono Award, 2004; Board 
Member, Pisgah Legal Services, 2005– 
Present; Member, Arden Rotary Club; Paul 
Harris Fellow and Sustaining Member, Paul 
Harris Foundation. 

WILLIAM LINDSAY OSTEEN, JR.—UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE MIDDLE 
DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA 
Birth: 1960, Greensboro, North Carolina. 
Legal Residence: North Carolina. 
Education: B.S., University of North Caro-

lina–Chapel Hill, 1983; J.D., University of 
North Carolina–Chapel Hill School of Law, 
1987. 

Employment: Associate, Adams & Osteen, 
1987–1991; Partner, 1991–Present. 

Selected Activities: Member, North Caro-
lina Bar Association; Past Member, Criminal 
Justice Council; Chairman, Criminal Justice 
Council, 2000–2001; Member, Greensboro Bar 
Association; Director, 1995; Listed in Busi-
ness North Carolina magazine’s ‘‘Legal 
Elite’’ in Criminal Law, 2004, 2005, 2006; Mem-
ber, Criminal Justice Act Advisory Com-
mittee; Criminal Justice Act Panel Attor-
ney, Middle District of North Carolina; Mem-
ber, American Bar Association; Member, 
American Board of Trial Advocates; Member, 
National Association of Criminal Defense 
Lawyers. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I see 
the Senator from North Carolina. I am 
going to yield the floor to him and per-
haps take a minute or two at the con-
clusion of his comments. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from North Carolina 
is recognized. 

Mr. BURR. Mr. President, it gives me 
great pleasure to stand before my col-
leagues today to urge them to confirm 
two great lawyers in North Carolina to 
be U.S. district court judges. I wish to 
take a moment to commend my col-
leagues on the Judiciary Committee 
for unanimously reporting out Bill 
Osteen, Jr., and Martin Reidinger be-
fore we adjourned for the August re-
cess. I thank Judiciary Chairman 

LEAHY and Ranking Member SPECTER 
for their dedication to ensuring that 
judicial nominees get hearings and 
votes on the Senate floor. I am grateful 
for the care and passion with which the 
Judiciary Committee members ap-
proach their responsibility of exam-
ining nominees for Federal judgeships. 

I have often said that there is no area 
of our daily lives that is not somehow 
affected by judicial decisions. The deci-
sions made by judges today will have a 
lasting effect long after we are gone 
from this institution. It is critical that 
these Federal judges serve to admin-
ister justice according to the strict in-
terpretation of law and the Constitu-
tion. We have before us today the op-
portunity to confirm two individuals 
who are committed to doing just that. 

As I mentioned in my remarks before 
the Judiciary Committee when he had 
his hearing, this is not the first time 
that somebody by the name of Bill 
Osteen has been before the Senate for 
consideration. Fifteen years ago, Bill 
Osteen’s father was confirmed to be a 
U.S. district court judge. Bill Osteen, 
Jr., was nominated by the President to 
be a Federal judge because he is quali-
fied to serve on the bench, and I am 
confident he will continue to work to-
wards a strong judicial system in 
North Carolina. 

Born and raised in Greensboro, he at-
tended the University of North Caro-
lina in Chapel Hill for both under-
graduate and graduate law school. He 
has a diverse legal background and has 
litigated many cases spanning all areas 
of the legal profession. Trying both 
civil and criminal matters, Bill spent 
much of his time in the Federal court-
room. After today, I hope he continues 
to spend his time in the Federal court-
room but now for a different reason in 
a different seat. 

While I am impressed by the profes-
sional qualifications he will bring to 
the bench if confirmed, perhaps most 
importantly, Bill is a good man. Bill is 
a family man. He is a good dad to his 
two children Ann-Bennet and Bill. He 
is a good husband to his wife Elizabeth. 
I urge my colleagues to support Bill’s 
nomination and to confirm him to 
serve on North Carolina’s Federal 
bench. 

Martin Reidinger of Asheville, NC, is 
also before the Senate today to be con-
firmed as a U.S. district court judge. 

Like Bill, Martin graduated from the 
University of North Carolina for both 
his undergraduate and law degrees, 
graduating with honors from the law 
school. 

Martin’s well-established Federal 
practice in western North Carolina has 
existed for a number of years. Through-
out his career, he has handled all types 
of cases, represented a wide range of 
clients, and has appeared in all levels 
of State and Federal court. 

I had the pleasure of meeting Mar-
tin’s family as well: his wife Patti, and 
his four children: Heather, Sara, Alex, 
and Max. 

Martin’s family and friends are proud 
of him for all of his accomplishments, 
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and Martin has continuously expressed 
how honored he is to be considered for 
the Federal bench. These two nominees 
have tremendous legal experience, an 
unwavering commitment to their fami-
lies, and are men with good moral 
character. 

On too many occasions, we have let 
judicial nominations escalate into con-
tentious debates where people’s good 
reputations are tarnished as a result of 
partisan politics. We have seen it 
throughout history, and no one party is 
to blame. Unfortunately, both sides 
share blame. But it is great to see how 
this body can come together to work to 
make a difference in the lives of Amer-
icans. 

As policymakers, our debates cer-
tainly affect every American. We hear 
from thousands of our constituents 
every week, and when we make deci-
sions, we think about how to best bal-
ance the competing policy positions so 
we are able to make good laws. 

But every day, judges see how these 
laws we are responsible for making, 
apply in real life. They do not have the 
benefit of changing the law based on 
who appears before them. We owe it to 
our constituents to put fair-minded 
and qualified judges on the bench 
whom we are confident will apply the 
laws this body passes in an impartial 
manner. 

By confirming Bill Osteen, Jr., and 
Martin Reidinger to the Federal bench 
in North Carolina, I believe we are ful-
filling that obligation. 

I urge my colleagues to support both 
of their nominations. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to speak for an ad-
ditional 3 minutes. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

(The remarks of Mr. SPECTER per-
taining to the introduction of S. 2035 
are printed in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
am pleased to support the confirmation 
of Judge Janis Lynn Sammartino to be 
a U.S. district judge for the Southern 
District of California. 

Judge Sammartino is nominated for 
a seat that has been designated a ‘‘judi-
cial emergency’’ by the Administrative 
Office of the U.S. Courts. The seat has 
been vacant for 3 years, ever since 
Judge Judith Nelson Keep passed away 
in September 2004. 

Fortunately, the Judiciary Com-
mittee has acted quickly on this nomi-
nation. It was submitted to the Senate 
on March 19 of this year. Judge 
Sammartino completed the required 
questionnaire, and a hearing was 
promptly scheduled for June 20. Now, 
fewer than 3 months later—including 
the August recess—we are voting on 
the nomination today. 

I urge my colleagues to vote in favor 
of this nomination to fill this long-

standing vacancy and permit the dis-
trict court in the Southern District of 
California to operate at full capacity. 

Judge Sammartino is a graduate of 
Occidental College and of the law 
school at the University of Notre 
Dame. After earning her law degree, 
she served as a law clerk on the supe-
rior court in South Bend, IN. 

For her entire legal career since 
then, she has devoted herself to the 
service of her city, San Diego, and the 
State of California. 

Judge Sammartino worked for 18 
years as a deputy city attorney in San 
Diego. In her first 2 years, as a deputy 
in the Criminal Division, she tried 
more than 50 criminal cases in front of 
juries and an equal number of bench 
trials. She then was promoted to the 
Municipal Law Section of the Civil Di-
vision, where she developed substantial 
expertise in land use law. She later 
served as the principal legal advisor to 
the city of San Diego on redevelopment 
issues. In that capacity, she played a 
major role in the planning and con-
struction of the Horton Plaza Retail 
Centre in downtown San Diego. 

Judge Sammartino rose to the rank 
of senior chief deputy city attorney 
and was responsible for supervising 
three advisory divisions in the City At-
torney’s Office. She was a regular par-
ticipant in legal and strategy decisions 
for pending cases. Her public service 
career then moved from the City Attor-
ney’s Office to the courthouse. She was 
appointed to the municipal court in 
1994, and to the superior court in 1995. 

As a testament to her skills as both 
a judge and a leader, her fellow judges 
elected her to be assistant presiding 
judge from 2004 to 2005 and then to be 
presiding judge as of January 2006. She 
now oversees the second largest trial 
court in California, which is also the 
third largest trial court in the Nation. 

Judge Sammartino’s judicial career 
has given her experience in a wide 
range of areas from criminal cases to 
family law cases, environmental cases, 
and complex civil cases. 

In California we have developed a bi-
partisan process for selecting Federal 
district court nominees. Under this 
system, a committee of lawyers known 
as the Parsky Commission, which in-
cludes Democrats and Republicans, rec-
ommends qualified applicants to the 
President. I am proud of this system, 
and proud to report that Judge 
Sammartino was recommended unani-
mously by the Parsky Commission to 
be nominated as a Federal district 
judge. I chaired the hearing on her 
nomination, and I was impressed with 
her testimony. By all accounts, she 
would make an excellent addition to 
the Federal bench in San Diego. 

I urge all of my colleagues to vote in 
favor of this nomination. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I note 
the time has come for the scheduled 
votes. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. If all time is yielded back— 

Mr. SPECTER. The time is yielded 
back. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The question is, Will the Senate 
advise and consent to the nomination 
of William Lindsay Osteen, Jr., of 
North Carolina, to be United States 
District Judge for the Middle District 
of North Carolina? 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there a sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant journal clerk called the 

roll. 
Mr. REID. I announce that the Sen-

ator from Delaware (Mr. BIDEN), the 
Senator from New York (Mrs. CLIN-
TON), the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DODD), the Senator from Illinois 
(Mr. DURBIN), the Senator from Iowa 
(Mr. HARKIN), the Senator from New 
Jersey (Mr. LAUTENBERG), the Senator 
from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN), the Sen-
ator from Illinois (Mr. OBAMA), the 
Senator from New York (Mr. SCHUMER), 
and the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

I further announce that, if present 
and voting, the Senator from Iowa (Mr. 
HARKIN) would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. LOTT. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG), the Senator 
from Nebraska (Mr. HAGEL), the Sen-
ator from Oklahoma (Mr. INHOFE), and 
the Senator from Arizona (Mr. 
MCCAIN). 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Are there any other Senators in 
the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 86, 
nays 0, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 327 Ex.] 

YEAS—86 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Allard 
Barrasso 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bennett 
Bingaman 
Bond 
Boxer 
Brown 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burr 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
DeMint 

Dole 
Domenici 
Dorgan 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Graham 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inouye 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Kyl 
Landrieu 
Leahy 
Lieberman 
Lincoln 
Lott 
Lugar 
Martinez 
McCaskill 
McConnell 

Menendez 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Tester 
Thune 
Vitter 
Voinovich 
Warner 
Webb 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—14 

Biden 
Clinton 
Craig 
Dodd 
Durbin 

Hagel 
Harkin 
Inhofe 
Lautenberg 
Levin 

McCain 
Obama 
Schumer 
Whitehouse 

The nomination was confirmed. 
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The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Under the previous order, the mo-
tion to reconsider is considered made 
and laid on the table. 

f 

VOTE ON NOMINATION OF MARTIN 
KARL REIDINGER 

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the nomination of 
Martin Karl Reidinger, of North Caro-
lina, to be United States District Judge 
for the Western District of North Caro-
lina? 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Under the previous order, the mo-
tion to reconsider is considered made 
and laid on the table. 

f 

VOTE ON NOMINATION OF JANIS 
LYNN SAMMARTINO 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The question is, Will the Senate 
advise and consent to the nomination 
of Janis Lynn Sammartino, of Cali-
fornia, to be United States District 
Judge for the Southern District of Cali-
fornia? 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there a sufficient second? 
There is a sufficient second. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Delaware (Mr. BIDEN), 
the Senator from New York (Mrs. CLIN-
TON), the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DODD), the Senator from Iowa (Mr. 
HARKIN), the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. LEVIN), the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. LIEBERMAN), and the Sen-
ator from Illinois (Mr. OBAMA) are nec-
essarily absent. 

I further announce that, if present 
and voting, the Senator from Iowa (Mr. 
HARKIN) would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. LOTT. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG), the Senator 
from Nebraska (Mr. HAGEL), and the 
Senator from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
PRYOR). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 90, 
nays 0, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 328 Ex.] 

YEAS—90 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Allard 
Barrasso 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bennett 
Bingaman 
Bond 
Boxer 
Brown 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burr 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 

Casey 
Chambliss 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
DeMint 
Dole 
Domenici 
Dorgan 
Durbin 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Feingold 

Feinstein 
Graham 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Inouye 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Kyl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 

Lincoln 
Lott 
Lugar 
Martinez 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 

Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith 
Snowe 

Specter 
Stabenow 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Tester 
Thune 
Vitter 
Voinovich 
Warner 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—10 

Biden 
Clinton 
Craig 
Dodd 

Hagel 
Harkin 
Levin 
Lieberman 

McCain 
Obama 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid 
upon the table. 

Under the previous order, the Presi-
dent shall be immediately notified of 
the Senate’s action. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will now 
return to legislative session. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania. 
f 

CHANGE OF VOTE 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, on roll-
call vote No. 320, I voted ‘‘yea.’’ It was 
my intention to vote ‘‘nay.’’ Therefore, 
I ask unanimous consent that I be per-
mitted to change my vote since it will 
not affect the outcome of that vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 

SERGEANT JAN ARGONISH 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I wish to 
take a couple of moments to highlight 
the life of one of our brave fighting 
men who lost his life in Afghanistan. 
His name is Jan Argonish. He was a 
sergeant in the Army National Guard. 

On the last business day before our 
August recess was over, I was in a line 
in Peckville, PA, at his viewing where 
all of his family and his friends paid 
him last respects and prayed for him. 
Just to give a sense of the scene, the 
context of this scene, this was a view-
ing line that lasted hours and hours. I 
was in the line from about 6 o’clock to 
8:30. So for all the reasons we celebrate 
the service and the sacrifice of our 
brave troops, I wish to highlight the 
life of SGT Jan Argonish, who passed 
away at the age of 26 when he was 
killed in action in an ambush in Kunar 
Province in Afghanistan. 

Jan Argonish was a veteran of Oper-
ation Iraqi Freedom, with nearly 10 
years of service in the Pennsylvania 
National Guard. He volunteered to help 
train soldiers of the Afghan National 
Army. For SGT Jan Argonish, this was 
his third deployment since September 
11, 2001. 

He was born in Peckville, PA, and 
was a resident most recently in Scran-
ton, my hometown. He was a 1999 grad-

uate of Valley View High School, where 
he played football and was on the swim 
team. He went on from high school to 
enlist in the Army. He was a graduate 
of the Army’s infantry and mortar 
schools and tanker school at Fort 
Knox, KY. 

He received numerous awards for his 
brave service—the Bronze Star, the 
Purple Heart, the National Defense 
Service Medal, and on and on, award 
after award. He was a member of the 
Sacred Heart Church in Peckville, PA, 
and VFW Post 5544 in Jessup, PA. Since 
February 2006, he was employed as a 
corrections officer at the U.S. Peniten-
tiary Canaan in Waymart, PA. 

Sergeant Argonish leaves behind a 
family. One member of his family I will 
never forget, his 8-year-old son Jakub, 
who was in the viewing line to greet 
hundreds and hundreds of people. He 
was wearing a State trooper’s hat 
which was, obviously, too large for an 
8-year-old. But in so many ways, that 
image of that young boy, Jakub, is an 
image I will never forget, and in so 
many ways it is symbolic of and a met-
aphor of what so many families have 
lost when they have lost a loved one in 
Iraq, Afghanistan, or fighting around 
the world. Even someone who is old 
enough to understand it better than 8- 
year-old Jakub did—so many families 
are not ready for the horror and the 
trauma of that loss. 

So I am thinking of SGT Jan 
Argonish today. I am thinking of his 
service. We are remembering and pray-
ing for his family and, of course, all 
those who are doing the brave work our 
troops are doing in Afghanistan and, of 
course, in Iraq during this very pro-
found week we are about to enter into, 
the week where we think about the vic-
tims of 9/11 and we think about our 
troops. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senator from 
Wyoming, Mr. BARRASSO, is recognized 
to speak in morning business for up to 
30 minutes. 

The Senator from Wyoming. 
f 

WYOMING AND MY VISION FOR 
THE FUTURE 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I rise 
today to address this body and our Na-
tion in my first official speech as Wyo-
ming’s newest Senator. Today I share 
with you how I got here, who I am, 
what I believe, my vision for the fu-
ture, and what I hope to accomplish. 

All of us in this body and everyone in 
the State of Wyoming lost a great 
friend when we lost Senator Craig 
Thomas. I have heard it in this Cham-
ber on both sides of the aisle and 
throughout this building, and I have 
heard it all around Wyoming: We have 
lost a great friend. Susan Thomas and 
the memory of Craig Thomas have been 
recognized all across Wyoming this 
summer at rodeos, county fairs, the 
State fair, parades, and at special 
events. The new visitors center at the 
Grand Teton National Park has appro-
priately been named in his honor. 
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